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for hurricane victims and other support
projects. The government of Jamaica be-
stowed upon him numerous honors, including
the coveted Independence Day Award in 1992.

In 1993, Cleve was made an Honorary doc-
tor of Humane Letters by Brooklyn College
of the City University of New York.

Cleveland Robinson was an indefatigable
organizer and champion of workers’ eco-
nomic and civil rights for over forty years.
He dedicated his life’s work to the realiza-
tion of Dr. King’s ‘‘beloved community.’’ His
work was not deterred by the loss of his eye-
sight to glaucoma during the 1960s. It was
often said that Cleve may have lost his sight,
but that he was a man of great vision.

He is survived by his beloved family, his
wife of 18 years, the former Doreen McPher-
son; his sister, Myra Sinclair; his sons, Win-
ston and Noel, and daughter-in-law, Lucille;
his daughter, Barbara Stuart; and six grand-
children. His first wife, Susan Jenkins Rob-
inson, passed away in 1970.
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DEFEND LIFE AND OUR NATION

HON. RICHARD ‘‘DOC’’ HASTINGS
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, September 29, 1995

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. Speak-
er, let me clearly say to my fellow colleagues
in the House that I strongly believe in the
sanctity of life, and it is with great reluctance
that I vote today for the Defense appropria-
tions conference report. I remain concerned
that the language of this conference report—
which would prohibit the use of abortions at
military medical facilities—will only go into af-
fect if the Defense authorization report con-
tains similar language. I have made it clear
that the Defense authorization conference
must not alter this important language.

As a member of the National Security Com-
mittee, however, I am also aware of the fact
that our party has committed to revitalizing our
defense, and this legislation is the key ele-
ment of fulfilling that promise. Defense spend-
ing has been cut by nearly 30 percent over
the past 5 years. Spending on procurement of
military hardware has fallen by almost 75 per-
cent over that same period of time. President
Clinton’s defense budget would slash another
$7 billion out of our national security. This bill
freezes spending at last year’s level, giving
our Armed Forces much needed resources in
these uncertain times.

I understand the concerns expressed by
some of my colleagues. But there is no reason
to expect that sending the bill back to con-
ference would result in strengthening the anti-
abortion language already in the bill. There is,
however, a very good chance that doing so
could deny our young men and women in uni-
form funds which are essential to their safety,
their training, and to the equipment which they
must have to do their job.

This is a difficult vote. But I have decided
that I must vote in favor of a strong national
defense today, and continue to work to protect
our unborn in the days, weeks, and months
ahead.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I urge those members
who serve on the Department of Defense au-
thorization conference committee—which is
meeting this week—to retain language which
will defend innocent life and provide for the
vital functions of our Nation’s defense at home
and abroad.
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Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, today I am intro-
ducing the Farms for the Future Act of 1995.
I have joined my friend Mr. GILCHREST in draft-
ing this bill to help fix a problem that threatens
the very essence of Thomas Jefferson’s vision
of our Republic: the family farm.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture Re-
source Inventory shows that the Nation is los-
ing over 1 million acres of productive farmland
each year to urban development. This rep-
resents a loss of topsoil roughly equivalent to
that being saved by Federal erosion control ef-
forts, including the Conservation Reserve Pro-
gram.

The land being lost is disproportionately
prime farmland with the highest productivity. In
many cases, it is irreplaceable as a source of
domestic fruit and vegetable production, 85
percent of which comes from counties near
expanding cities.

The loss of this land threatens our Nation’s
long-term ability to produce abundant inexpen-
sive food supply and compete in the global
agricultural market. Moreover, keeping this
land in agricultural production has additional
benefits, ranging from watershed and wildlife
habitat enhancement, to reducing the tax bur-
den on communities from wasteful urban
sprawl.

Since the late 1970’s, States and localities
have invested an estimated $650 million to
protect this resource—funds that went directly
into farmers’ pockets in exchange for volun-
tarily agreeing not to develop their property.
This has protected 400,000 acres of high-qual-
ity farmland, but a study by the American
Farmland Trust shows that for every farmer
the States can help, another six willing farm-
ers are disappointed. Meanwhile, the Federal
Government has contributed almost nothing.

This is wrong. A national problem of this
magnitude deserves national attention. The
State and local leaders in this effort deserve a
Federal partner. And the farmers who have
been turned away from State and local pro-
grams because of a lack of resources deserve
Federal support to help them meet their goals.

This Federal response should be governed
by two basic principles. First, Federal efforts to
conserve productive farmland must protect the
private property rights of farmers. Second, the
Federal Government should build upon exist-
ing and future State and local farmland preser-
vation efforts.

My bill does that by simply helping the exist-
ing State farmland conservation programs
more effectively serve the farmers and other
agricultural landowners who want to get the
equity out of their land without contributing to
urban sprawl. It would establish a matching
grant program to add Federal resources to this
State driven effort.

I urge my colleagues support of this legisla-
tion.

1996 DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS
CONFERENCE REPORT

HON. BRUCE F. VENTO
OF MINNESOTA
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Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose
the Defense appropriations conference report
for fiscal year 1996. With the severe cuts the
Republican majority is making in education,
environmental protection, housing programs,
and in other vital needs, increasing defense
spending by nearly $7 billion dollars more than
the Pentagon requested is not justified.

The security of the United States cannot be
provided for by simply increasing the number
of planes, bombers, and submarines. Eco-
nomic security, safety at work, and access to
quality health care are real elements of na-
tional security. How can we say the United
States is more secure with these appropria-
tions, while Medicare is being cut; while funds
are reduced for occupational safety for Amer-
ican workers; while educational programs are
gutted?

The conference report provides for more B–
2 stealth bombers, B–2’s that are not part of
the Pentagon’s request. That’s $493 million for
unnecessary planes while programs to assist
senior citizens are slashed. The report contin-
ues in this vein, with funding for the Seawolf
submarine, an increase in spending on Star
Wars missile defense, and billions more for
other weapons and programs.

At the same time as funding spirals upward
for uncalled for defense programs, the Repub-
lican majority is sacrificing funds for the United
States share of U.N. peacekeeping operations
and cutting United States assistance for the
demilitarization of the former Soviet Union.
The environment also takes a hit in this con-
ference report. Programs to clean-up environ-
mental contamination from past military activi-
ties and to improve current and future Defense
Department environmental awareness also re-
ceive less funding. This is short-sighted and
misses the aspects of security that comprise
our quality of life, a quality that is linked to the
environment in which we live.

Mr. Speaker, the security of the United
States is not served by this conference report.
We need smart people not just smart bombs!
Increasing spending on weapons and pro-
grams the Pentagon did not ask for does not
provide security for workers, students, chil-
dren, or senior citizens. I strongly urge a ‘‘No’’
vote on the Defense conference report.
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TRIBUTE TO SANFORD
RUBENSTEIN

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS
OF NEW YORK
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Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I want to take
this opportunity to thank Mr. Sanford
Rubenstein for his work as a delegate to the
1995 White House Conference on Small Busi-
ness. His contributions at the conference were
helpful in formulating a small business policy
agenda for the 21st Century. Mr. Rubenstein
participated in vital discussions that are critical
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